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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 1
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 8:27:45 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

ALL SHEETS: 
Remove designations in the four corners of the title block that are only used on the channelization plans.

1 (1)

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 7
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:21:38 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Item is "Precast Dual Faced....", not precast dual face

7 (5)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 7
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:31:51 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Is "NEED MATERIAL" a note that this needs to be confirmed?

Subject: PolyLine
Page Label: 7
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:34:49 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Note
Page Label: 7
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:37:30 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

I know it is technically not to scale, but the mountable curb is shown as way too big.  It is 4.5" which is shorter than the curb at the edge.
Try to make it representative.

INDEX

1

ETC.,  THROUGHOUT THE PLANS,

FERENCE NUMBER BOX.

STRUCTURE CODE DESIGNATIONS

IN1

SHEET

OF

SHEETS

PLAN REF NO

Plot 1

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

SR 523

KING COUNTY

MP 0.78 TO MP 1.11

SR 523 (N/NE 145TH STREET) & I-5

DECEMBER 2021

ALL SHEETS: 
Remove designations
in the four corners of
the title block that are
only used on the
channelization plans.
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 7
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:20:59 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

16 wasn't used and is duplicated by Construction Note 1

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 8
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 8:52:11 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Show roadway ex with a black indicator

8 (4)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 8
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 8:52:43 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Include roadway ex as above.

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 8
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 8:59:41 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Where is the elevation of the existing ground vs the roadway in this section.  Is more roadway ex required?

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 8
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 9:52:32 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Any way to make these slopes closer to 4:1?
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CONSTRUCTION NOTES

SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS FOR LANDSCAPING1
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:29:59 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

0.33' and 1.0'?

9 (6)

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:40:49 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Note
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:22:44 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Should be WA1, that way they can find the right wall sheet.

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 9:53:21 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Any way to make the 2:1 slope flatter?  If not, make the 2:1 slope appear steeper than the 4:1 slope

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 9:55:13 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

What's the depth of the CSBC here?
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 9
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 9:56:10 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Sidewalk H should match sidewalk A?

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 10
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:14:26 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

The existing curb in these locations is traffic curb, not rounded.  It looks like the sidewalk is being replaced to 32+90 according to the removals.

10 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 11
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:16:57 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

DM 1239.06 says this should be 2' otherwise justification documentation should be provided.

11 (3)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 11
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: moneil
Date: 12/20/2021 10:21:52 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Should be ROUNDABOUT CENTRAL ISLAND CEMENT CONCRETE CURB (Curb 3 on Standard Plan F-10.18) (TYP.)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 11
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:22:04 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

WD1 doesn't have any details with the wall adjacent to a sidewalk.  They are Backfill and Drainage details.
This should probably be WA1
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Subject: Ellipse
Page Label: 19
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: andercu
Date: 12/16/2021 3:02:31 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Overlapping text

19 (1)

Subject: Ellipse
Page Label: 20
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: andercu
Date: 12/16/2021 3:00:16 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Missing bearing

20 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 22
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:48:57 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

There should be a monument near here. 
https://www.wsdot.wa.gov/monument/report.aspx?monumentid=1743

22 (3)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 22
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:49:37 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Ref No and page was shifted out of place

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 22
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:49:52 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Names were shifted out of place
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ALIGNMENT PLAN

CURVE DATA

ALIGNMENT P.I. STATION DELTA RADIUS TANGENT LENGTH P.C. STATION P.T. STATION

SR523 28+78.98 6°37'49"LT 1050.00 60.82 121.51 28+18.16P.C. 29+39.67P.C.C.

SR523 29+75.30 3°53'13"LT 1050.00 35.63 71.23 29+39.67P.C.C. 30+10.90P.T.

SR523 ETW S 227+73.89 9°18'49"LT 523.00 42.60 85.02 227+31.29P.C. 228+16.31P.R.C.

SR523 ETW S 228+38.30 37°23'27"RT 65.00 22.00 42.40 228+16.31P.R.C. 228+58.73P.C.C.

SR523 ETW S 228+75.40 18°55'51"RT 99.99 16.67 33.04 228+58.73P.C.C. 228+91.76P.R.C.

SR523 ETW S 229+47.33 71°48'36"LT 76.75 55.57 96.19 228+91.76P.R.C. 229+87.95P.T.

SR523 ETW S 230+21.64 3°34'53"RT 43.00 1.34 2.69 230+20.29P.C. 230+22.98P.C.C.

SR523 ETW S 230+83.04 15°12'18"RT 450.00 60.06 119.42 230+22.98P.C.C. 231+42.40P.C.C.

5AVE 43+41.29 13°36'39"RT 90.00 10.74 21.38 43+30.55P.R.C. 43+51.93P.T.

5AVE W ETW N 127+44.08 6°18'05"LT 417.00 22.96 45.86 127+21.13P.C. 127+66.99P.C.C.

5AVE W ETW N 128+04.78 13°15'54"LT 325.01 37.79 75.25 127+66.99P.C.C. 128+42.24P.C.C.

5AVE W ETW N 129+31.42 73°14'24"LT 120.00 89.18 153.39 128+42.24P.C.C. 129+95.63P.R.C.

5AVE E ETW N 728+97.96 23°12'51"LT 360.00 73.94 145.86 728+24.02P.R.C. 729+69.88P.C.C.

5AVE E ETW N 730+36.92 82°50'04"LT 76.00 67.04 109.88 729+69.88P.C.C. 730+79.76P.R.C.

5AVE E ETW N 731+23.69 9°36'11"RT 523.00 43.93 87.66 730+79.76P.R.C. 731+67.41P.T.

5AVE E ETW S 843+60.10 49°37'12"RT 85.00 39.29 73.61 843+20.81P.R.C. 843+94.42P.C.C.

5AVE E ETW S 844+07.31 33°22'58"RT 43.00 12.89 25.05 843+94.42P.C.C. 844+19.47P.T.

R2 10+08.71 19°41'25"LT 50.17 8.71 17.24 10+00.00P.C. 10+17.24P.C.C.

R2 10+24.98 57°16'50"LT 14.17 7.74 14.16 10+17.24P.C.C. 10+31.40P.R.C.

R2 10+41.28 9°11'27"RT 122.83 9.87 19.71 10+31.40P.R.C. 10+51.11P.R.C.

R2 N/A 250°48'36"LT 45.17 197.71 10+51.11P.R.C. 12+48.82P.C.C.

R2 12+71.56 41°24'35"LT 60.17 22.74 43.49 12+48.82P.C.C. 12+92.31P.T.

Ref No and page was
shifted out of place
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 27
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:52:44 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Saw cutting line  should not be turned on

27 (2)

Subject: Arrow
Page Label: 27
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:53:05 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 28
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:56:49 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

There shouldn't be a "Proposed" right of way.  The right of way should be shown as what it will be when the contractor is out there.

28 (2)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 28
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 9:58:13 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

I think this data should probably be on the alignment plan.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 29
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:09:43 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Nothing is called off from all the Ex Alignments.  Suggest removing them, unless there is a reason they are shown.
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what it will be when
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Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 30
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:08:44 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

30 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 38
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:07:27 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Assuming nothing is called off from all the Ex Alignments.  Suggest removing them, unless there is a reason they are shown.

38 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 40
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:05:46 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Note 11 says to remove HMA sidewalk and is pointing at the stairs.  Are these being removed? Is there a detail/plan to replace them?

40 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 41
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:11:13 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Proper documentation is likely needed if this curb ramp is being removed and the crossing closed.

41 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:51:17 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Will all of the "removed by others" or "relocated by others" be done before the contract? If they are completed before the contract it could make sense to not show them because of added
clutter.

46 (6)
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Note 11 says to
remove HMA
sidewalk and is
pointing at the stairs.
 Are these being
removed? Is there a
detail/plan to replace
them?
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Will all of the "removed by others"
or "relocated by others" be done
before the contract? If they are
completed before the contract it
could make sense to not show
them because of added clutter.



Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:53:32 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Might make sense to have an Overhead Utilities Plan and Underground Utilities plan because this set is overwhelming.

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:54:59 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Dense hatching only makes it more difficult to read, suggest line and arrow as shown.

Subject: Line
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:55:15 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Arrow
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:55:36 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Arrow
Page Label: 46
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:55:42 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

0

Might make sense to have
an Overhead Utilities Plan
and Underground Utilities
plan because this set is
overwhelming.
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 47
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:29 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

47 (2)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 47
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 10:00:26 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Limited Access hachures, property lines and even right of way lines aren't necessary on Utility plans.

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 49
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:16 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

49 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 50
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:38 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

50 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 51
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

51 (1)
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Add line delineating
limits of relocation,
like EU1

Limited Access
hachures, property lines
and even right of way
lines aren't necessary on
Utility plans.
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 52
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:51 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

52 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 53
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:57:56 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

53 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 54
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:58:01 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Add line delineating limits of relocation, like EU1

54 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 66
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:32:36 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Will this make sense? Won't there be an existing wall here by ST?

66 (3)

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 66
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:45:42 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Extraneous curb ramp levels turned on
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Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 66
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:46:55 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Seeing the Sound Transit piers would be helpful on this sheet. Might be calling out wattles through them.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 68
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:29:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

What is this?  No callouts or labels.

68 (2)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 68
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:29:58 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

What is this?  No callouts or labels.

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 69
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:44:31 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Correct existing basemap referenced? Sound Transit has torn a lot of this up.

69 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 70
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:40:57 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Does this make sense? Won't there be a wall constructed by Sound Transit at the Access hachure lines? See WA1

70 (2)

Seeing the Sound Transit
piers would be helpful on
this sheet. Might be calling
out wattles through them.
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 70
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:41:32 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

NB I-5 On Ramp

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 74
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:35:22 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

When is this being constructed by others?  Will it be existing, if so should probably be labeled as such?  If not is coordination required?

74 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 75
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:38:12 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Shouldn't this be labelled as DR9-64?

75 (3)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 75
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:35:54 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This structure is in the middle of the sidewalk. What type of lid will be on it? Needs to meet ADA standards.

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 75
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:37:11 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Would imagine these structures are part of the corridor project.  Please ensure there is enough depth to be able to lower them to the new elevations
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 78
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/20/2021 11:56:09 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This won't be in place by the time the project goes to CN

78 (1)

Subject: Arrow
Page Label: 79
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:30:04 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Move closer to alignment

79 (2)

Subject: Arrow
Page Label: 79
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:30:22 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Move to center of ramp

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 84
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:26:50 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

The effort to save a couple of pages has made reading these profiles very challening. Suggest switching to max of 3 per page with the # of struct callouts

84 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 85
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:25:59 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Are these changes from existing slope or does it just match existing? Any existing slope?
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The effort to save a couple of pages
has made reading these profiles very
challening. Suggest switching to max
of 3 per page with the # of struct
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Are these changes from existing
slope or does it just match
existing? Any existing slope?



Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 86
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:25:15 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Font size for notes should be 0.07 for clarity.  These seem too small.

86 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 87
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:43:50 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Any specific material type?

87 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 88
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:20:36 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

The WA reference is already being used for the wall plans

88 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 90
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:48:35 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Construction staging would be simplified considerably if the new line could be constructed in the existing sidewalk area to minimize impact to traffic.

90 (1)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 95
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:09:37 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

These line styles are not called out in the legend

95 (2)

TH
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Font size for notes
should be 0.07 for
clarity.  These
seem too small.

6"

NOT TO SCALE

NOT TO SCALE

CATCH BASIN TYPE

NOT TO SCALE

DETENTION VAULT LINER SECTION

IMPERMEABLE LINER

CRUSHED SURFACING BASE COURSE

Any specific material
type?

The WA
reference is
already being
used for the wall
plans

Construction staging would be simplified
considerably if the new line could be
constructed in the existing sidewalk area
to minimize impact to traffic.

These line styles are
not called out in the
legend



Subject: Callout
Page Label: 95
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:12:22 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Access Hachures shouldn't be needed on the Contour plan

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 104
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:14:49 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Is this fencing that is based on the existing fencing?  If so, is that what will be put back?

104 (2)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 104
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:18:32 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This truck apron is not the same scale as plan

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 105
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/6/2022 2:34:11 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

The driveway to 3rd Ave and the Detention Vault should be included in the design

105 (2)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 105
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/6/2022 3:09:16 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please remove this section of the island.
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Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 107
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/27/2021 2:16:06 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Has this been designed?  Would suggest reference to a detail

107 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 110
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 10:55:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Would be good if a way to straighten this could be figured out. I know it is complicated with the water treatment and Luminaires.

110 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 114
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/17/2021 11:05:16 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

(TYPICAL)

114 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:01:59 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

All the dimensions in hatched area are very challenging to read. Please fix.

Impossible to tell direction of slope because arrow heads are tiny.

These ones are also rotated the wrong way because they are past 90 degrees rotated.

122 (9)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:16:12 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

TBC = TO BACK CURB?
Haven't seen this acronym used before.
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Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:47:01 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:47:04 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:03:27 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:09:08 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This hatching isn't necessary.  The sidewalks and medians are already called out on Paving Plan and Roadway Sections.  Hatching just add unneeded clutter.

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:07:56 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

A reference to the pertinent PV sheet would be helpful.
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DECEMBER 2021

This hatching isn't
necessary.  The
sidewalks and
medians are already
called out on Paving
Plan and Roadway
Sections.  Hatching
just add unneeded
clutter.

(14.9 LT) 

SR523-

EL 341.58

A reference
to the
pertinent
PV sheet
would be
helpful.



Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:14:12 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud
Page Label: 122
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/6/2022 2:54:36 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 123
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 9:11:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Is it possible to drop the sidewalk down faster from the west so there isn't such a steep ramp here leading into 5th Ave? Would prefer lower than 8.2%

123 (2)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 123
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 8:59:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Suggest lengthening this to soften the slope.

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 125
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:39:45 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Typical:
Precision to the 0.01% is not possible in the field.  Suggest to 0.1%
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sidewalk down faster from
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0.1%



Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 125
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:41:49 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Only need one label

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 130
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 12/20/2021 8:49:09 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This Channelization will not be in place until 2026.  What is the interim plan for the time between the roundabouts and the BRT project?

130 (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 137
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:22:12 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Wall Plan Review will occur when when the Geotech exploration has been completed and can be reviewed concurrently.

137 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 154
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:16:16 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This will not be constructed yet by Sound Transit by the start of the interchange project

154 (1)

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 160
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:13:26 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This will not be constructed yet by Sound Transit by the start of the interchange project
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This will not be constructed
yet by Sound Transit by the
start of the interchange
project
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J-10.17.02. AND J-10.10.04
SIGNAL CABINET  PER WSDOT STD PLAN 
MODIFIED TYPE B AND NEMA P44 TRAFFIC
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CONSTRUCT TYPE A MULTI-VABINET FOUND

PLAN J-40.30-04
INSTALL TYPE 8 JUNCTION BOX PER WSD
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This will not be constructed
yet by Sound Transit by the
start of the interchange
project



Subject: Rectangle
Page Label: 184
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 3:55:35 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

184 (4)

Subject: Rectangle
Page Label: 184
Checkmark: Unchecked
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Subject: Callout
Page Label: 184
Checkmark: Unchecked
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Space: 

"PROTECT"

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 184
Checkmark: Unchecked
Author: Magnusson-J
Date: 1/5/2022 4:05:08 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
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